
The t imi ng omnyour call was fine, I had just felled the locust I need to iix th© 
dam and had done ao much trimming as I was up to. I’d just entered the house whan the 
phone rang. And it was early enough for no to finish the job after that break. 

And now I’ve enough time for a letter before the evening TV news, which l want 
to catch, sort of maybe a political weather report. ^ 

First I must thank you for what you have done. If you hadn^t done iu, it would 
not have been done, a fooling I know only too well. So at least let me male© lay 
appreciation explicit. Fine. 

Second I tliink we must look backward and forward at the same time. I havo com- 
municated my feeling about the past to you. The look we need now take is at the mistakes 
so we do not repeat them. If the biggest was my taking a word, there may be others. 

I will be addressing the decision in what tino 1*11 be able to grab. I won&t bo able 
to go over all the papers already filed. Partly because I’m the guy who is considered 
prolix by those who' like to skim perhaps and partly because it had bugged me all alone, 
in this case and in the Hay matters os in my assassinations work, I think now, meaning 
in a proper order of priorities, the weak spots in the record must be strengthened. 

Ak Bhort step in looking forward: I still do not want to do anything that can 
embarrass him or appear to compromise him. This should entail no problem at all because 
he not only agreed to an amicus long ago but ho took mo to lunch with the then ACLU 
guy and asked him, getting turned down. So, I know ho is willing, was. I suspect 
should be more so nov;. 

You will be talking with and dealing with others. If you need or wont more 
authority than what I now write, let mo know. You may want to be able to assure others. 

I believe without reading the decision that regardless of its wording the govern- 
ment will seek to apply it as broadly as possible. Therefore, 1 believe heavier 
responsibilities devolve upon me that would otherwise bo the case. I believe this is 
the strongest case possible against tlio misuse of that exemption. Therefore, ici ^diaely 
more Important to society and to me in tho principle of law. More than getting what I 
havo been seeking at this point. Should I prevail in tho end, they 11 now have 
to do something to it or with it. -^his is one the iBI can t fob off on anyone else. 

^his is one they can t say the Commission should have existed, hy letter to cover 
was all I thon t ought necessary to tills endj So, it is not only that they don^t 
want the fabrication to come apart. They don t want it to happen to them, either.^ 

From the FBI point of view this is a very tough case. It also means that some of the 
dirtywork they’ve boon doing for years may have uo end. Indeed, they would have to 
worry about its exposure, meaning theirs. 

So, I’ll be willing to make any reasonable compromise. Vhat I vail be concerned 
about is taking somebody’s word and find he will not keep it. Aiis i3 why we are in 
the shape we are in. I was right, I did see clearly, I did do tho work of laying out 
the proof, and Bud did, repeatedly, make proaiisoo, as you know, without once keeping 
them. That now seems to be the central flaw. Boosn^t make me feel good. However, I 
will want to know what will be and will not bo done and I will want to depend upon 
being consulted if changes appear necessary. *ou know tide never once happened and 
tho changes in tho agreed-to approach wore suicidal. 

I boliove the fact is essential, separate from, the law. There has been careless 
error. It wa 3 repeated after I corrected it. I didn t get a chance to correct it until 
too late because I was not consulted. This I would Sot want to happen. But generally 
speaking, I would prefer to bo as detached as possible, for a number of reasons. On 
the other hand, I don t believe anyone else has the factual knowledge I have, so I 
would want to be certain that it is understood. 

If I have time before you are here, I’ll read and correct the affidavit draft 1 
prepared as soon as you phoned. I also must complete the complicated chapter I’m 
working on, and I can^t do that is short periods like tho one I use for this. x f I 
do not while it is in mind I’ll forgot and bo confused. If I do not get to go over 
it and if we don^t together, I’m quite prepared for any changes you want to make. My 
major interest is getting the allegation of perjury and subornation in and on the record. 


boar Jim, 


10/27/73 
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I dongt have time to do this now and it need not be done this instant, but it is in 
the very early part, as I recall it* 

(5 The top hero and the page before reminds no: if there was this law-enforceaent 
purpose ho attributes to the FBI via the ''alias police, where is the proof that what 
I seek was aver transmitted to then* \ id lacking and. it does not exist# x t never 
happened# If they had that purpose, they had ample time to fulfill it# They sent only 
the inadmissible* paraphrases# 

His footnote 7 says, unless it means not Mng, that under the law not only Oswald 
but any subsequent accused is not a "party" • Sin this possibly be? If so, lots of people 
better start worrying! 

But hero again, in saying that "We deem it demoi^tratad beyond peradvonture" that 
those "wire compiled for law enforcement purposes," ho depends 104^ or *illiams or 
hwat ha has elected to manufacture that is not legally and properly before the courts 
perhaps the only reason besides emotion or sycophancy that explains all iris driwel 
about tho crime# runs on and on about the porjurt here, nakin it over and owr 
again tho central issue, as I have argued from the first would be the case# 

His footnote 8 citation is interest here because it really addresses all his 
bluster tho way ho doo&n^t want?? 4 in camera examination was directed, exactly as 
Kaufman said could bo, to determine whether as a matter of fact thin was a law-enforce- 
' meat file# 

Tho language of tho citation from tho Senate * sport is wrong and out of context# 

I could blow their minds by taking in only those FBI reports I have that I have not 
2?at read! They are no t and tlioy do not have to vo secret and they aro regularly 
produced in courts# There aro oven laws requiring it# 

7 Citation of Hayes* this looks forward to prosecution after the completion of the 
investigation, does it not? And Ms italicisdng of v;hat tills is not also is important, 
which I addressed earlier in saying wo should go into the completely non-secret 
nature of tho sp^ctro# HOTHIHG would or could be revealled about anything except that 
tho government pulled a fraud -or told tho truth# other lssuo is by any remote 
extension involved# And there is no evidence before him on which to base tills# 

could not be becauao it would be so completely fraudulent# Tho names of people are 
as irrelevant as anything can bo# This is so great an outrage that after tthas immediate 
is over* wo sliould see if some writer oould get interested# But again, it makes Will jama 
evon more important# 

This bastard can t oven cite tho purposes of the law without Mas# was for 
maximum possible diaolosuro# 

8 can got tlio works from a witer who cares if and v;hore ho says that Congress 1 
concern was owa advertMing rather than tho integrity of goveimont and ita word# 

X think there had letter be cone dose attention to what ho here says about 
(a)(3) 

His asterisk footnote horo x&tic again is not based on what is in evidenced* what 
is even fact# There is not "investigatory techniques and procedures" question here# 

Note that he keeps reiterating tho non-existent law-enforcement purpose# fhi 3 is 
a work of propaganda in which the judge writing the decision propagandizes his colleagues 
forst and then everyone olso* 

Tho more X road this tho more I believe that for the perjury and its subornation 
X have a caune for tho damage it did me. 

I would also mtg est that others might want to pay close attention to the use 
ho makes of the language describing tho spectro and thus what he says in exempt# I 
would expect those wlio always fear tho light of day on t eir secret dirtiness will 
attempt to exploit this# ^hia also is not wliat I asked for# 1 asked for the results# 

They merely say tho "results" are what they described as "adequately shown *" in the 
testimony. This is like saying porno is lovo. Aside from all of this there is the 
question of a ne/sativo spectro^ very important and not hero shown in any way# 
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It is hard to toko his constant and deliberate misrepresentation, but especially 
when without citation (indeed, it does riot exist for what is at issue) he professes 
no doubt at all about what wa in Con^ gross' raincu 

12 But if the Congress meant wliat he claims, why would they have used the labguage 
of this exemption? Why did tliey not just say investigatory files ana give thorn all 
blanket immunity? Or permit the agencies to dump everything in a file they coll 
investigatory find get blanket immunity for ^00^ of their paper? 

And what does all this ja zz about prosecution have to do with the results of a 
simple, scientific test for which there can be no law-enf orconont purpose if the 
claims made for it are genuine* Oswald is tliat dead# And he makes the claim that 
Oswald alone is the criminal# Can it bo argued that if he is connect in all the 
irrelevant he brought in, then ttere can be no future law enforcement purpose? Or 
has lie taken it far past that? 

I au lost in the next citation# What is relevant to any investigation of the 
adequacy of execution of laws in a non-secret scientific test the results of which they 
claim tliey liave published? How can he claim they liavo no competence based on tills? 

Ditto with the next paragrpah about prosecutorial function# Irrelevant# 

IV 

13 Sure Congress didn^t intuit not to prescribe the right to not disclose Win 
certain proscribed classification# n . Ihis simply- isn't one of them# did prescribe 
them and he is torturing all kinds of crap in to cake it seem like one# (Wonder if 
it really was hia rifle?) Sane with specifically exempt# iior is it national defense# 

14 How the hall can he (of course ho de ep ) drag security claeificationa into tlda? 

It is pretty wild when lie says "There wao to be no room for challenge, no 

•balaiicing f unction 1 , no in camera inspection#" He oiten a decision that says there 
is to determine that the claim to exemption la justified# But I suggest that this 
may have the widest application aa Nixons espeoiaDy and any DJ will s eek to misuse it# 
I don t know law ana decisions, but I think ho has this in in a way that does hot 
limttTit; to j&flfc# 

Does not tho next to the last paragroagh require that the district court require 
that it know the contents if it is to decide "that disclosure is not required?" Suppose 
they took a sheet of music from a file and called it " investigatory" because someone 
had put it in that file? However, t/dLs again means Williams has the meaning and effect 
that require attack as perjurious# 

15 ^ofore and at the top of t)da page, the intoi^pretation of dean” is, I think, 
very important# I think it mourns and X an sure it will bo interpreted to mean that he 
can bo 100/j wrong and that ho can have no reason at all or ho can decide in open 
defiance of the law* 

Fottnoto 15# ^liis is pretty fcirout# is a part of the package tliat makos roe 
think banaher har> net himself to arguing against every pos dblo line wg could take 
ratho r tiian devoting himself to tho iocuea# If the- restof v/hat he lias claimed is go, 
why bother with this rainutae? So, why has ho set hinaelf to such ends? If I was not 
entitled to the spsetro because it:. a part of a lwe-exforcoaout file, ian t that enough 
for a judge with the interests of a judge and actxn . like a judge? 1 think Danaher has 
not hidden the fact that he is a partisan, nit a judge# This could explain his dragging 
in all tho irsfrolevonces. his minor rewriting of the Warren Heport, even Ills knowledge 
or pretendod knowledge of tho case, tho not-in-evidence stuff, which is also susceptible 
of other explanations# 

Being a partisan of Hoover or the FBI could account for this; being an reactionary, 
as fascist-minded as lie seemed to bo at the hearing also could. But I am not satisfied 
that these explain his seeming interest in the assassins ti on# For tliat I have no ready 
explanation# and Ido apj^arent pamdon soon out of plaice# 

Perhaps I believe that his arguing all the fine points is a psychological self- 
disclosure, that ho knows lie has done an evil thing and is compelled to justify it as 
much as to mak. Ids destruction total# 


To do tida he i3 strainigaat the meaning of word, writing a new dictionary* The 
language of the exemption does not. require that there have boon a legal action* ^t 
neither says uor iiaplies it* It does imply tho conditional, that it would be available# 
also implies tliat if there was a case, if tho participants didn* t exorcise this 
right, others would have it* Its purpose, as I recall, was to protect the information 
until tho time of use* If I uu correct in this, then tho very fact that the case was 
mooted requires its availability and the only countering argument would be tliat the 
case ia not moot, that they 2100 claim there are uncaught accomplices* Or tliat they 
wore wrong, wliieh this evidence could and I am confident would establish# Perhaps 
did rewrite tMs, but unlike what I tkae him to bo saying, I took the language 
to mean that if it is available to a party it in available to anyone else* ^re he seems 
to be arguing that it is meant to be available to a party only# 

16 As you noted, I am not Hiahola, aslu says hero! X woiidur ho;, tins rest could have 
permitted so gross an error# it makes me tliink they really did not participate. How- 
ever, if they did, my God! judges knowing and caring so little about fact# Again, how 
far afiolcd hanaher roams! Where does he get all this insanity- ana animus? 

hot co skip back from fottnoeo 16 to footnote 15# I believe tills also should be 
studied with care by conpetimt lawyers for 1 believe it is possible there will be an 
attempt to extend this by the government, to guv« it wide applicability, ni3use# As I 
read this, 1 get tho feeling tliat hanaher is really against tho law in tot> and wants 
.do wliat he can to undo it# If this is tho oaao, then I would presume that he had 
extra^-CLogul intercourse with interested par-d.es and, if I ever can file the parallel 
suit I sug-ostod to you, sure would like to depose him on this and ask whore ho got 
all the stuff ha has 'worked in hero and used in the orals# 

Back to 16: tho bracketed part at the bottom which I now soo for the first time 
confirms my analysis# it lias two ports, neither relevant, neither in evidence if that 
can bo sued for wliat is boforckim. ^eru I tfchik he again displays hie role as defense 
counsel rather . than judge# I think wc should argue that he departed . from his role, 
make a strong, direct ^ttack on it instead of him* 

How tile reference to tho regulations does not encompass thin 0 .; two grounds# First 
of all it is not in the iirchivoa, 30 their regulations are inapplicable. Seeona of 
all, as i relates to the materials that woro tested, tho metallic ones arc available 
for oxarxuuition, not "withheld from researchers as a means of protecting them from 
possible damage#" I have actually hold some in my fingers, not merely examined them 
in cases* Moreover, the reference is to something olae# I tliink checking this out 

will sliow ho has used materials from another action, my 2569 <\nd used it as it is not 

susceptible of use# £n any event, the xiapor on which the original spoctro results 
were typed are not going to bo damaged by xeroxing, which ia all I asked# In practise, 
almost no no of tho evidence of thi character is withheld# Only the clothing of which 
~ know, and of that, only some, JFK's* I have hold Oswald s shirt in mjr hands, carried 
it from one part of the /vrehivos to another seeking light°of different character, and 
pawed over it with infinite care, as my memo on tho examination will chow * was not 
against regulations or practice. frloreover, if I remember correctly, he quotes in- 
completely# quoting completely would argue my caec* Those regulations require as a 
substitute the providing of copies as close as possible to the original, pictures# 

I f d bo quite satisfied with pictures of wliat I seek# BUT, if ho is going to take this 

line of argunent, then what is relevant and applicable is the statements of policy 

by the bopartment and by barren, both of which require maximum not minimum availability# 
Thi again convinces me that banaher is out to got tho law or out to got me or 
out to got anyone questioning tho official assassination mythology.H^e i 3 an '^rwellian# 
And here again ho discloses his need to argue unnecessary small poiqt^, that 
his real objective is a totality of destruction of the possibilities of the law# 

In order to havo my thoughts, for whatever they may be worth, ready for you, I 
,^ot up at three a#m# again# At this pojnt I liad to go to the bathroom, so I read the 
baaelon dissent tlirough onxco* ^t fortifies certain complaints X havo maae privately 


to you, not personally against you. I have written you separately outline what I regard 
aa ray obligation to be even nore flexible because much more than ny interests now rests 
solidly on this litigation. However, 1 nuet also learn from these painful experiences. 

Putrago tliat Danaher's decision is, wo rondo it possible, i’here remains a limit 
beyond which r sen, including judges, will not go, Wo did not make that limit an impossibility 
for a partisan in robeo. We would liave if what I had asked be done and was promised 
would bo done had been. What is incomprehensible to ne is that it was not done 
jny insistence, and 1 did so insist at each stop, from the moment a. first saw the 
Williams affidavit. So, while I feel no less strongly that 1 must be flexible and sub- 
limate person interest to that of the ros t of the country and to other litigants for 
other information, I also feel even more strongly in two areas: that thi being my case, 

I be consulted on what is done and not done; and that promises made me bo kept. I would 
like to believe that this is the norm of the law's practise ana tlie custom or lawyers. 

If these things had been done, tide decision could not have boon dared. 

I an dismayed* not flattered, that my non-lawyer's estimates have been so often 
validated by what hap ens and the judgements of lawyers opposed to mine, invalidated 
in court. I ou knov; how often tills happened in the ^ay case, for example, where I did 
the first legal memo and where wiiat I said should lx* clone, when it vnsn^i, was than 
asked by the judge. (I have just been sent a clipping from the NYTimes 10/11/73, HPl'e 
account cx‘ Bud's 6th Circuit argument, and it reads like an excerpting of ny earliest 
work on the subject.9his ia not an expression of resentment . ) Time oxter time after 
time things of this nature happen. I make arrangements fox* what obviously must be done, 
it ism t done, and a long time thereafter we have to go bade and pick it up and do it, 
whan wo can always undor more advox’so conditions, Witness your hasty trip to Birndn, r piam, 
under the worst conditions, lion x had arranged for all of tliat earlier, under ideal 
conditions a such things go. 

So, I Jiavo a long record that says my non-lawyer* a judgement in these legal matters 
of which I an part stacks up at least favorably with the records of lawyer a. I think that 
this added to tiie fact that tne case is mine warrants my simple demands, tliat 1 bo 
adequately consulted and that the word given bo kept. If you want to recall how 
inadequately 1 wan consulted on this, 1 didn't see the cwploiut until after it was 
filed, when I found gross factual error in i?. (Ho offense, but the some thing liapponed 
in Hemphis.) Incredibly, once I corrected this error, it was repeated, agr tin stowing 
that I was not shown the paper filed before it was filed. You know my record of ready 
agreement with vfbat you have found ruasorxable. Tliia is not eg o-tripping, nor is it 
blind inistence upon rights per so. t ia, rather, tlian I liave knowledge others do not 
have, which is enough, but I thjnk also Viilid is that I draw upon experiences others 
lack, experiences tliat are relevant in theao natters. 

Nor do I object to wide consultations with, ot liars about doctrine, a?j>r caches , 
anything. I am all for it. But not without eg and In a kind of sense, behind my back. 

What I refer to is wiiat ^ have just learned from you, not Bud, and for the first time, 
wiiat you represent as Bob Smith's interpretation of the- alw-ciiforoemont iMvjaage. 1 am 
NOT sating such tilings should hot bo considered, iiowuver invalid I may feel tiioy arc. I 
am saying tliat this kind of reasoning in my case 8hou3.il not develop 1 to any serious 
point with me in igr loronce of it and having choice to argue against it, &6 I w*vut 
to make aa specific as possible, I BO. I have read ^aselon and tiuvu fortifies me even 
more. I am not against £>roper withlioidiiig. I liave withhold myself wiiat defames and 
the government lias made rea*iiiy available. 1 iiave withhold it wl ion the tiuLl&tion 
it would have added to the content of my writing cost possible sales, homo things 
should be withhold. However, why th<* hell castrate our minds by torturing clear language, 
and this l/uiguage is clear enough, as is the intent, a good intent? 

bet to try to simplify this, xio I read both decisions, if idio court liud found no 
law-enforcesxent purpose, I would have won hands down. Sven ^asslon became convinced by 
the spurious arguments tliat tliero \nxo such a puupase. To put tills another way, had wo 
made- and in part this avails liad wo been in a position to-a solid argument on tills, 
not merely ray off-the-top original argument in the first instance and tiu>n virtually 


v isuo f !u J* il»reaftor -even when V/oriUg helped us - we would have been in at least 
a much bettor position and 1 believe would have prevailed, “specially re Williams. 

The flies uust t>e ovorfloi/ing with long nemos I liavo taken the time to write on those 
1:0 ^ Ve tiiem i u noro<i, ay time wasted and with it ay legal rights. 

M A , wondering if more timo was epent canoultine with Sob Smith than with 

f® W len I m client, lou know you found ay legal files in those of the CTIA and you 

Sob'*s^inrT^^ lat A . reaunS: thia but ** is cdear violation of an explicit agrocnont. 
Sob s ajjjd works im.ua own way . a way in -diioh 1 am not often in accord and in a way 

° "f 5 , disagreement between us and the question,; have been resolved. 
Wb JudfiMW A* t* go l&blished as not good. So, whether he is a nice guy or in general 
»exms a bxigh „ guy is not roally relevant. 

So, I believe and in tho abandee of auuningful consultation tiwt can load me to 
onange ny ruiul but will at ease give me full opportunity to argue it will insist that 
no l«w-onf orcomen t purpose within the roasonablo moaning of tho law bo argued at 

t!°2L P S!htS 0 ^! Gr * 1 tl ? 4nk .! W 080 ^ ^ 011 thio *** 1 *** it is indispcnsiblo 
S ‘ U ? Ma “^ a 1 « ia iwiispouaible to any effort 

- r ofj - a * C3 f 1 idicuso oi the; law, which this decision can uako even more possible, 
u an won koj» convinced after reading aselon tjiat we must make the moat direct 
a ^ atv: ou thc 'ilYians affidavit as perjurt, a s subornation of perjurv, 
aa 4 a deliberate ndsropreoentation by those who knot/ hotter with the intend of 

00 ' Ut if* Sh ° H ttat dt auccocded ‘ ,j;horc is nothing nov/ in this. A eatorday 

i ddTtfrfa ! ,"1 T na t0 ^‘ Ve di!ia P: ;G ^ **» Bud's files that I wrote, as 

i did this, m auch haste because i rogardod it as that important. 

whn * tht f is in i wt W‘ t *> °*«>ra in other cases. 1 do not protend to know 

7 ^“ , J : kovarnmouu no os in other oases, but on the basis of my limited knowledge, 

j\t 3 no1 ' Hkei! as °P fin and shut a case of the foregoing 
io lik-lj to be iound. ■md tho very evil of ^.lii>ner a extra-judicial conduct and 

f \ WOaF °!! ln thi8 » or - 9 * incidently, that can save his 

nfSf J f’ VTOne ^ be laid t0 th * P«vjury. Each and every detail 

Se^ro^nf^T 2 ? Wn bt ‘ l5±d t0 the ***** of the perjury as well as 

SSaSrVf !: °. nGC f not for suoh p^posos consider whether os I am sure wc agree 

u ^^“jwJicial purposes. Without Williams none would have 
be^ possible, eopito Baaolon s language on superficial reading, I believe that 
al«o supuorta m in this. X am without dohbt about Kaufman's footnote five, and it was 

iJSSi r° r aS S *“ 8,1 abU3t: of “ e not t0 d0 1 * 5 * Bud agr^dTdo 

T r ° n Kr r ' Adins of ^ uftlan » t.is on this that we failerl. 

^uflaan lain it all out. 2 think here was a decent judge, probably a consoi'vative one, 

? ^ Ms 0ff0rt ba raad0 t0 fi Sh" governmental duplicity of which 
Bu « ««^ d ^ it» and ho then, behind my back, refused. 

I wXT? i aware °5 bl1 " 1 wa « 30 sickened at the an banc rehearing that 
I loft thu courtroom, i coin on t stand it nor could 1 stand hnvin/- to feel tVt T W 

° y^TiT ? ^i* 0 3 ‘ t * t thut ttl3W t0 collect myself so I would not explode. ~ 

You -now- also Wfluted to include that in papers filed, and it was not done. 

VAnJJ ,!a ?! l fine ay interpretation of *Unk, that it supiOrtod ay argument, 

if^ hav ^ fl ^Hff ,S OUrr °S? la 3 t W ? rd * aU th0 “*»* ^ made poSmsMy, 
it oouiu have made a diiforenee. “ere “azelon argues it. 

Noo 2 tliink that on ri.ading quotationsfron the government inBazelon I see other 
dan^rs for others. Tiiere is here a subtle shift to encompass any file labelled as 
"investigatory" as complying witii the law. v ^ 

fT 1 b€ ‘ iloi ’ yui: m iaUa “ nrsue the absence of soeotro 

/nolud.. tKV " 5 ™ U 

^ 8130 ? a, *^? M8 IJe wo ^ not r *ai» enough effort to distinguish 
we «XS ISs affidavit 


r 



ft 
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inhere arc so many i'BI investigations thai; have no law-* enforcement purpose you 
can't begin to imagine them* however, they are very worried about them# ‘fhey are 
not at all worried about those with legitimate law-enforcement purposes because they 
ar adequately sheltered# I have lived with thorn and I know* You should sea the kinds 
of jobs they do Iracrajg a jury investigation! If you had just gone over u rr.yfis 
testimony in his confirmation hearing you a got a fooling of what^I iiavux in mind# 

Or even simple analysis of the Warren statistics from the Warren sport# I am not 
sure of the figures ^anaher misuseo, but I think they allow that for each tons 
interviews there was but a single report# Or, they begin by cup, res3ing# They havo 
that much to hide# r reedom cannot survive thoir continuing success# 

I al30 feel I was right in Baying that all I am asking for is the unintorpretod 
original results# I don^t remember asking for more and I don t remember being asked 
if tills should bo extended# All 1 really want io wliattho parSphrasing is based upon# 

I think hero wexa should do two things, based on my request for the pure results 
rather tluin any rephrasing of thorn; quote then on the fact that they did represent 
them, and thus, even in the li ( *ht of this court's recent hixon tapes decision waived 
an right to withhold, an argument i thiiiic I made in my first vmn on this matter; 
and give case after case of deliberate and gross misrepresentation# I iiave offered 
to do this in the affidavit# Bo we need more than Watergate? and did I not auk before 
the rehearing that tliis be laid on the record, this load and then authenticated 
history' of official mendacity tliat is Os relevant in tliia case? 

Baades, their making a paraprhase available aba permitting it he to published 
means it is non-s ocrot# I'm not oven asking for the process, which j,a non-secrot# 

All I'm asking for is proof that tney didn t lie in thoir paraphrase, and I have 
proof that they have to havo lied, as I IiaTe and offer proof tliat they Ho regularly# 

I think that important as such tilings aro in tliis case, where they become the contaail 
issue, they bocoaa voiy important in other cases, where thj possibilities of oven 
going into it may not be as good or as clear# 

After reading thisl im koro inclined to bolievo that improper official interest 
in mo is not necessarily irrelevant# X sura would like to know rorc ahxout Danaher 
after reading these two d cinions! 

And as well as a uon-iawyer can have a valid opinion in such matters, I do tliink 
I now havo a better and broader suit for damages, including from tko tortious act, which 
need not root on tlie federal torts claims act but can have o t’ner founding# I do not 
think tills cocibination will come again soons deliberate perjury and against a man 
who has been ns long the victim of as much ofiioial impropriety. it goes back to 
the late 19p0o with me and. includes oven the military in a suit in which I did win and 
did establish u new precedent and in which they continued practises identical with 
whav tliey did here# It is fiord not to sound rairanoid, but the record is that exceptional# 

?hoso uro all tilings I wish you raid others who I tlir-k havo coinciding interests 
can find time to explore# I view this decision as much wider than a simple denial to 
me of what I on entitle a to, or wiuer t'acai tiie proof of a fako solution to tho J'kK 
assassination# I think L offer unusual po a aibili tie u in fighting back# 

I also sow other possibilitoa# Ono is au article, perhaps a law-review article# 
Another is a kind of intellectual judo, using tliis, if the forum is available, to 
show the official imperative to hide the certainty that the solution is fake and 
raising tho asmiaaiiiatian question all over again on a different basis# it given a chanco 
to got back to tho solid and accepted basis I and a few others wore on before tlx,* nuts 
sena in end were given so big a play by those with the interest in obfuscation# 

If anyone can arrange? i'or me to sec; Vhimwi ar I sa \t Russ ell on rry own, based on 
this alone, if he is not guilty of what I Iiavo novor believed, dolibo ratenea 3 in tho 
error r&ihor than finding no answer and political need, I think I cun make real and 
telling points and I can support vithimassailubie proofs# 
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fW uQiWJi ^hJ(J / l &'$vU Jo MAu^i fh^)- y/VM 

. . T 7?'’ Lj \‘~‘~~' J ■“* ^ ng uucu * - uuuou want uo rareau tiii 3 . if you a ok 

, m : ~‘ i * i Iou upaet W thtt docioiou. I havoui?. your feeling and others I will 
under taice to indicate# 

OAa ls Bttll anot}«K> reminder of the futility of trying to work with the 
stron^nalxeu undorxnforwed who do habo ego ambitions. I coooerato, I do onomous 
amounts of productive work, and 1 have it all wiped out for no good reason, in the 
face o* the’ oer^axnty that with decent work it could not be wiped out and would o—ve 
u^afuljt, opoial Ly-nooded purposes, iae after time I have these ttworlouosa. 1'ou 
toow oi enouahon the day onao. *ou have ,jo idea how many there have bean on tte 

, f “ d that t0 thwnsolvaa, those people go around and 

spread anliaLoua lies about me. about all of thin I cunt remain silent. *t does 
becoao intolerable. I iiate to relive it wijfctynt cauno. 

If what | had aakau be done in my casT&tdone this ton-troon thing could not 
have xaaued. *1 <Jw promises! made to no about tte handling of ry oaae has been 
Sf* ^ ” oula taw W i«P033iblo. If tte work I had done had been hooded. 

laV " beSn th<> Bt ' m * Ahls is ?ninl,,j3L t0 r «» ant’ in our m circumstances, 

'S f< Wh f ? foreot *** :di :ho «o^ 1 a’:; already prepare to do and 

canOt fxJ*d tnno to to. the enoieous wastes of tire for me in so tsujy projects inc 1 udiiv 

lul fSSr'S lit ^ tion * 3 * 1 «*» ^tod two full months for » £S 2£t lot 

rocowl ® onl y to change Ms' mind and rondo# all of that a total 
!^J®L X ~ 8te( .‘ oontJia at his request trying to help hictels. I can t tell you hov. 

Sl^atTtSS f*i l0 T fle % iU ancl other 1 uncooponaatod 

«^en:>.c a, a tin I also nad no income, and in oil caaos I worked at tho request of 
those who coulcv Ixavo pa ia and did puy oohera* 

to th^Sw??.- T!^*^**"* of these and otter people was v*y hurtful 
■ , * x_ Jur f , oj. trutn. *t also undermined the attiduou of the resnorteible 

dcncats oi society and destroyed tte credibility of reopouoihle workers'. 

°9» tnis is painiul. for this reason ana because there is otter work I must do- 
got copy reaay lor wil to typo ir, the reduced tine ate lias for train;-- I'll not reread 
ODb oonwet tills nov. U you find the errors toe much, 1 have a carbon and I will go 
I rn i« t# ^ s ' Qst » lA you do not tana, that you correct as you road, please. In fact, 

I mauo an ext™ kshhu carbon in the event you want no to go over it and correct. 

For your understanding, there is another dismaying oloaoat in this for mo, a 
r^ff S-° n + bUt S 30 ° n< ‘ that twk{,! ’ ™ li7in C ubconfortablo. lou can lack back over 
® 3 “f l0i0rit racord * ana y° u C! ®9 i«to this ratter late. I have a rSttor good recoid 
+ 1 a,iv<uico » (30<!ir bJ clearly and of forscastinf coi’rcctly. I say this not 
toteteing to bouat out so you oaa compare it with what lias happened, whore the stronr- 

Stxlftv! * Ll JjlC luvva Wsoa 8tro ^ contrary stops and readerod that I have " 

need ?J®Vu hon 1 fiart . 1jluit °^ }rs aro ‘ poi* 1 for the uuloas, o there who havo no urgent 

^ co» '*0 io retired confortably, .nd I go off Li 
JL 1 ?® ^° aa . tu “ l ^esmul ;md not only an not paid but am out aoae costa ana we 

®^ta, that, to?, i, painful, for it is tho orueliat exploitation 
tet 4 ° T prliu;iplcs * “bi- ao«i to have no rOevunoo to tte aociaion, 

Ssi T ^ V ' ith not 1-ve teen, xtero are so 

cases, at tae pictures of which you used sou© ixi uhe habeas corpus# *ou kuo,< that 
I am out the total coot booutee they ™ opened, tea also know thafTtew aid 

SteSi v ° U l yOU ? Ifl ^ m ' Q t0 ^ for thosc ' y° u naed beeeuae I do he feel that you 
^^d bo paying x or thorn out of your pocket end do not now want you to. hut with 
each of these ondloao repetitions of futilitios whore there could and sir te-’ in ;e teen 


uiuclx tiict ii> not wolcooj corioii boiclc to nlru^ 


successest 

all of it tlias ic poc -iblt 

to thniot tiioso froii tlv- felnti mui demote 

you rvigurd as uooouwax^r^ but pl*>aoc try to liult 


an;l I wouls 


i. Aui io fror.\ tho puiu f it i^ip-dca w 


it to 


regard as nov< urgent, lot 


other worh# 
After 


And t.iaidcu xor all tJic good you liave done. 


ou tho othu -' pcssiblo approaches I haw 


exit. 


» prc*er to a v0__d 

iui w. u 1*0 u ey 

w o,qaic for cUx/tiiin/; 
you liaVc done ,/Iiat you 
recorded. 


